(Ireland.) 



COPY OF A 

deposition 

FORWARDED TO THE 

COMMISSION OF JUDICIAL INQUIRY BY SIR JONAH BARRINGTON, 



JUDGE OF THE COURT OF ADMIRALTY IN IRELAND. 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Printed, l6 March 1829. 



STATEMENT AND DEPOSITION OF SIR JONAH BARRINGTON, 

FOB THE COMMISSIONERS OF LEGAL INQUIRY. 

1 CIR JONAH BARRINGTON, Judge of the High Court of Admiralty 

O in Ireland, deposeth and saith, That on the 2d day of June last he 
received a letter from % Commissioners of Legal Inquiry, dated 20th May, 
being the first communication made by them to this deponent, eRher upon 
the present Inquiry, or their former Inquiry and Report made to Parliament 
as to his Court. 

2. Saith, that by said letter deponent was requested to inform saidCommis- 
sioners if he should be able to go over to Ireland to be personally examined, as 
they were desirous of obtaining some information from him touching said Court j 
and also, that “ several circumstances had transpired in the course of the evidence 
taken before them, which made it personally desirable for deponent to have 
contradicted or explained f and requested he would lose no time in replying to 
them. 

3. This deponent saith, that at the time he received said letter he was con- 
fined to liis room by very severe indisposition, and had not the most remote 
conception of what evidence they had received, or any idea whatsoever of what 
circumstances said Commissioners alluded to in said letter, or even the nature 
thereof. 

4. This deponent saith, that he did thereupon communicate to said Commis- 
sioners his utter inability, from the state of his health, to undertake a journey 
to Dublin, and his total ignorance of what they required him to contradict or 
explain ; and deponent did (as Judge of that Court) request said Commissioners 
to give him some intimation of the circumstances on evidence which they so 
promptly required him to contradict or explain. 

5. This deponent saith, that said Commissioners declined to give this deponent 
such information of the nature or subject of such evidence, upon the ground, 
as deponent believes very truly, that such communications would be contrary 
to the rules and practice of their Board. 

6. This deponent saith, that in consequence of such refusal, he remained for 
more than seven weeks, namely, from the 2d day of June till the 22d day of July, 
totally ignorant of the circumstances or evidence so alluded to by said Com- 

85. A missioners ; 
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missioners ; and it was therefore totally impossible for deponent to cive them 
prompt, ov any mformatmn whatsoever, on a subject the very nature or obiS 
of which he was a total stranger to. ^ 



7. Deponent further saith, that though his sole surrogate, Sir Honrv 
Meredyth, hart., bad been long under a course of persona/ examination before 
said Commissioners respecting deponent’s Court, said surrogate did not, nor has 
he as yet given this deponent any information ■w/iatsoever as to the matt^ 
^ture or subject of such examination, or any circumstances w?,ateverc™’ 

rgno^L o?srr!ie.’ profoundly 



8. And deponCTt saith, that he has discovered that Mr. Daniel Pineau the 

nnViW of Mand respecting said Court, without the knowledge 

privity or approbation of deponent, with the subject matter, nature or objects 
“ deponent was wholly ignorant, such returns being kept prfvate 
and totally secret (so far as regards deponent) down to this DAvfand any such 
returns, without the knowledge or approbation of the Judge of any higl/coiirt 
of justice, this deponent considers a direct breach of the duty of any otficer and 
jhr'sdinli™ “f such courts, and the constitutimal rights 
and independence of the Judges thereof. ® 



inftnfatlon‘^rf"Jl,'’““’‘''“u ‘’“"S to procure foioa&rfge or 

nlersf d ? 1 . ‘ proceedings respecting said Court, though materially 

interested therein (every matter respecting same being kept totally secret from 
deponent), he did write to Mr. Peel to request his interference with said Com. 
missioneis to procure deponent some information as to same, to which letter he 
received an answer from Mr. PeeJ, dated 7th July. 



10. Deponent saith, that on the 22d day of July he received a letter from 
the Commissioners, dated 17th July, stating “ that they had relaxed their rule 
and practice in deponent s case,” and enclosed to him a statement collected from 

respecting said 



that he was surprised at finding that said evidence 
nr fellll ° “"d othei- documents of said Court, and 

principally of more than Ucenty years before, and of which deponent, from lapse 

priSto find 7h f ‘ recollection. And deponent was still more sur- 

prised to find that the same was an entire tissue of either direct, palpable and 

sions“'alf?n malicious misrepresentation^ and petver- 

^ or oharge of any suitor, litigant, or of the 

and nf’ iT public, but by Mr. Daniel Pineau, registrar of said Court, 

devoMof I individually on deponanfs aecount, utterly 



entaJf^ deponent saith, that before he enters into the detailed refutation or 
expUnation required by said Commissioners, he thinks it proper to depose gene- 
and that it is uUerhjfahe, and devdd of 

all truth, that this deponent dtd retain, or has retained to his own use, or for his 
own private purposes, or al all, a sum of 682/. or of 200/., or any other sum or 

of ™uh ussemon of said Daniel Pineau being alto- 

gether false. On the contrary, this deponent positively saith he never did 

• A, in orisinal. retain one farthing of same, such allegation being TeT*. 

tbaHt i^totallv ™d unequivocally saith, 

that It is totalIy>/je and unfounded, that this deponent did (as in said minute 
of evidence set forth) admit to said Daniel Pin'eau, in any^onversation at 
said um fiKoT deponent had received and retained the 

derelict f “n” ™ of the Nancy 

1 Vr r* *‘''=‘'“'‘''15“‘‘»"being a/o/u//y>/seandmalicious 
this deponent never did before hear of. though upwards of 
rnSonT" “““ ™ terminated and out of Siurt, as herein 



li. And 
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14 And this deponent saith, it is equally^fe/^e and of all truth that 

id Pineau paid a sum of 682 L or any other sum, out of his ovm pocket and at 

bU o'wn /oj 5 , or on account of deponent, to said Hawkins, as in said evidence set 
forth • such assertion being a total fabrication, and which this deponent, to his 
recollection or belief, never did hear of, directly or indirectly, until he received 
the said minutes of evidence from the Commissioners, on the 22d day of 
July 1828, although said Pineau alleged that he made such payment above 
ttcenty years before. 

15 And deponent saith, he hath also good and sufficient reasons to be cer- 
tain that any sura or sums in the case of the Nancy derelict, paid by said 
Pineau (if any) to said Hawkins, had been previously paid over and handed to 
said Pineau by Mr. Patrick Hamilton, His Majesty’s proctor of office ; for this 
deponent saith, that on the occasion hereafter mentioned, said Patrick Hamilton 
informed this deponent that he had obeyed the decree in said cause, and had 
settled the account and costs in said cause with Mr. Daniel Pineau, in his, said 
Hamilton’s office, in Anglesea-street, in presence of Mr. Whiteway and Mr. 

Daniel Mitchell, and handed over to him the balance of the proceeds in said 
cause j and this deponent is the more certain of that fact, because upon the 
ne^ociatiom hereinafter mentioned, said Hamilton gave to this deponent a report 
of the several droit causes in which he had officiated as King’s proctor, for the 
purpose of handing over same to the English Government to facilitate such 
negociations ; and deponent did give the same into the hands of Lord Castle- 
reagh himself, in presence of Mr. Cooke, who had much communication with 
deponent and Dr. Duignan, as to the Admiralty Court, as after mentioned, and 
a new organization thereof. 

16. And deponent saith, that he had likewise reason to believe that said 
YmesM yidiS not in pecuniary circumstances to puy a sum of 682/. or any con- 
siderable sum out of his otm pocket and at his own loss, on account of deponent 
or Hamilton, or of any other person whatsoever •, and never claiming or even 
mentioning same for above twenty years, renders such allegation of said Pineau, on 
the face of same, as deponent conceives, utterly unprecedented and incredible. 

17. And this deponent saith, that as further and conclusive evidence that said 
Pineau himself had no such charge or allegation even in contemplation in the 
year 1811 (being three years after said pretended payment to said Hawkins), 
and after this deponent hzdifnally ceased to officiate, he the said Pineau did, in 
the presence of witnesses, fnally settle all accounts between himself, said 
Pineau, as register of said Court, and this deponent, in the office of said Pineau, 
in Stephen’s-green. And said settlement of accounts was then and there 
settled between said Pineau and said Hamilton by this deponent’s desire ; and 
said Pineau was found on such settlement to be indebted to this deponent, and did 
admit said account and debt to deponent, and did actually pay the said balance 
of accounts to this deponent's order at the same time, and did require and did 
receive a receipt in full of accounts before he paid said balance, which receipt 

said Pineau now has, or might have, if he chose to preserve same ; and this Appendix, N* i. 
deponent hereunto annexes an affidavit of the person who then and there P- >6. 

received said balance, and gave said receipt for same, on this deponent’s 
account ; and thereby said Daniel Pineau fully admitted that he was in this 
deponents debt in the year 1811, and deponent being then in London never had 
any dealing with said Pineau from that period. 

18. And as further corroboration that such charge of payment to said Haw- 
kins out of his own pochet is a mete fabrication, and a late thought and scheme 
of said Pineau, this deponent saith, that in February in the year I8I7 said Pineau 
sold and transferred his office of register to Mr. John Robinson, (whose father 
had been deputy-register of said Court,) for a sum of 900/., and did, as depo- 
nent heard and believes, upon such sale and transfer, hand over all the books, 
records and official documents, accounts and concern of said office, to said 
Robinson, who thereupon entered into and executed the duties ot said office 

until February in the year 1800 *, when said Pineau resumed said office, and • So in original, 
commenced again to execute the duties of same. But deponent positively 
saith, that during the three years said Robinson so officiated as register, or said 
Pineau during the time he had retired, never made any claim or demand upon 
this deponent, or any species of application as to said cause of the “ Nancy,” 

85. or 
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Appendix, N» 7. or any tiling relating thereto j and deponent annexes a letter of said Robinson’s 
P- to this deponent. 

19. And this deponent saith, that as further proof tliat such allegation of said 
Pineau is a false and malicious fabrication, and only recently suggested by said 
Pineau, he, said Pineau, sent to this deponent for the first time, about the month 
of August 1826, a pretended account in the case of the Red Strand derelict 
droit of the Crown, hereinafter exhibited, requesting from deponent (as a debt 
of honour, as he called it) a sum of 49/. or thereabouts, which he then stated 
he had paid in said cause for deponent twelve or thirteen years before, being 
clearly another wWM fabrication as hereinafter detailed. But said Pineau did 
not then, at any time since, save before said Commissioners, as deponent 
believes, or before, state any such payment to said Hawkins, or for deponent 

Appendix, N* 5. or said Hamilton, as in said minutes of evidence set forth : a copy of said pre- 
P- ’7- tended account this deponent has annexed. 

20. And this deponent saith, that he could have fully proved a direct refutal 
of said false statements of said Pineau, by his books and other written docu- 
mentary evidence, but that unfortunately, in the year 1812, this deponent lost 

• So in original, irrctrievcly *, in the city of London, his writing-case, and a box containing very 
many important accounts and documents of deponent’s, both of a public 

and private nature, and particularly nearly all his accounts, papers, and most 
part of his correspondences, documents and accounts, respecting the Court of 
Admiralty, and also many books and much valuable property, same being made 
away with totally by a person to whose care he had entrusted same, as by a 
hill fled by this deponent in the Exchequer Court of England against William 
Mojfat appears. This deponent therefore saith, that said Moffat being insolvent, 
deponent AxAfnally lose every paper and article as aforesaid, and perceiving 
by said minutes of evidence, of which he had no idea or conception until so 
transmitted to him, that the statements of the orders, decrees, and other pro- 
ceedings in the causes of the “ Nancy” and the “ Red Strand Derelicts,” mostly 
being abstracts, only gave this deponent partial information in said causes, 
and were iusufeient to enable this deponent to contradict and explain the same 
as circumstantially and explicitly as this deponent conceived would be proper, 
not only to explain facts, but generally to discredit said Pineau. 

21. Deponent did therefore apply to said Commissioners by letter, request- 
ing that they would order him to be furnished with such full documents, 
DECREES, and orders, and other documents, as were actually records of said 
Court, or in the hands of said Pineau as register, which deponent’s distant resi- 
dence and his health did not admit of his having personal access to, and which 
deponent requested as Judge of said Court for said purposes, and also requested 
they would (or order the officer of said Court to) furnish deponent as Judge 
thereof, with said certain returns or statements mOidiQ ex parte to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland by said Pineau, without deponent’s knowledge, privity or appro- 
bation, or (as he should suppose) without the knowledge, privity or consent of 
his acting surrogate. Sir Henry Meredyth, but which he supposes have been 
exhibited to said Commissioners. 

22. And this deponent having also received, through tlie Right honourable 
William Lamb, the original report made to Parliament on the 3d day of March 
last by said Pineau, for this deponent’s inspection, this deponent perceived 
some palpable frauds and total mis-statements on the face of said report, and the 
erasures thereof, and that the proceeds of nearly every droit cause for the 
fifteen years before were totally absorbed ; and deponent having discovered 
proofs of the falsity of some of said returns, did require copies of the orders, 
decrees, and proceedings in said causes, in order to effectually discredit said 
Pineau generally. 

23. Deponent saitli, that in reply to such application, he received a letter from 
said Commissioners, bearing date the llth day of August last, stating their 
having returned to the individuals (not naming whom) from whom they had rc- 
ceived them the several documents in this deponent’s letter mentioned, and in 
the minutes abstracted, and that they were unable to furnish deponent with 
any of the papers he required, or the copies thereof save as aforesaid. 

24. And 
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, And this deponent saith, that upon said Commissioners so stating their 
■ to furnish deponent with such records or documents, he sent over to 

l!“'Ttin 2 surrogate, Sir Henry Meredyth, an order to have him furnished with 
es of the several records, decrees and orders of said Court in the causes, m 
™Fst thereof set forth, to enable deponent more accurately and circumstantially 
f refute said Pineau. But this deponent was not a little surprised at being 
informed in reply, that Sit Henry Meredyth did not conceive he c<m« enforce 
,nv such order, and advised this deponent to apply to Government for such 
order— a measure which deponent conceives would be at once ^ fumlamental 



breach of his judicial station, and a relinquishment or trawfer of his judicial in- 
denendencemAthe jurisdictim of his Court; and on communicating such his 
' 1 to Sir Henry Meredyth, he received from him a letter, written by said 

^ . . r. 5c laeafraiintn anH whiph this 



’ and the jurisdiction of his Court ; 

oDimon to Sir Henry Meredyth, he received f . . 

Pineau to said surrogate (a copy of which is hereunto annexed), and which this 
deponent conceives has no parallel, as from any registrar to any Judge, in the 
United Kingdoms, and clearly shows the nature of this deponents case, and 
his situation as to the Court, in rather an extraordinary point of view.-:-. 
Quxere. 



Copy of a Letter from Daniel Pineau, esq. to Sir Henry Meredyth, hart. 

Stephen’s Green, October 24th, 1828. 

I have read over and considered Sir Jonah Barringtons statements froin 
France, requesting you, as sole surrogate of His Majesty’s High Court of 
Admiralty of Ireland, to make an order on me, as the registrar of said Court, 
to furnish to said Sir Jonah Barrington attested copies in IS returns, as to the 
Nancy and Red Strand oxiA other derelicts and causes. 

I am SENSIBLE of the PROPRIETY OF YOUR CONDUCT in DE- 
CLINING to make judicial order thereon, such bein^ quite needless, when 
these and all other records in my custody, as officer ot the Court, are at all 
times accessible to the public, as matter of right. I shall therefore readily 
comply with Sir Jonah Barrington’s wishes j but taking into view that I have 
ALREADY made my returns to PARLIAMENT, and to His Majesty s Com- 
missioners of Inquiry, respecting THOSE AFFAIRS, and that these netx re- 
turns, which must be voluminous, and in other forms, will occupy me and my 
clerks a considerable time in the approaching sessions of the Court, I trust that 
my expectations of being the usual official as and for certified and 
attested cqp/e^, at the ordinary rate of 9 d. for every ninety 'words, will not be 
deemed an unreasonable stipulation. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

Daniel Pineau, Registrar, H.C.A.I. 



25. Deponent saith, that said letter of said Pineau presumes to express, that 
though Pineau is very sensible of the propriety of Sir Henry Meredyth’s con- 
duct in declining to make any judicial order on him, said Pineau, as this de- 
ponent required, and stating that he would stipulate for a fee of “ 9 d ” for every 
“ ninety "words” of the records, orders or documents which he should furnish to 
deponent, as Judge, from his own Court •, being a virtual evasion from furnishing 
the Judge with even the orders or documents of his own making in his ow-n 
Court, without bribing his own registrar, or paying him fees, of the legality of 
which this deponent is by no means certain, even to litigants, but which no 
doubt the Commissioners have duly ascertained and reported. 

26. But this deponent saith, that if said Pineau furnished the Commissioners 
with only the documents which they have transmitted to tliis deponent, he 
did not lay before them the most important documents, and principally the 
decree in the “Nancy,” as ordered to be made up by this deponent : and 
deponent calls the attention of the Commissioners to the palpable and direct 
falsehood in said Pineau’s letter, “ that he had already made his returns to 
Parliament respecting these affairs whereas, in fact, said Pineau (as deponent 
believes) never made any returns, or was required to make any return to Par- 
liament, either in the case of the “ Namy ” or the “ Red Strand Droit.” 

85. B 27 . Deponent 
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27- Deponent saith, that being utterly unable as aforesaid to procure the 
documents wbicb he so required from any quarter, and being unable also to 
have any persot^ access to same, he is obliged to collect this his statement and 
deposition solely from minutes furnished to him by the Commissioners in their 
abstract, and from his own memory, refreshed by same and by a few memo- 
randums and letters he has preserved ; and therefore any inaccuracu, and want 
of form and due seqtience, must be attributed to inability from the causes 
aforesaid. 

28. This deponent saith, that said Daniel was appointed registrar of the 

Court of Admiralty in tlie year 1805, as deponent heard and believes, through 
his sister (who deponent heard was a governess in the family of the Right 
honourable James Fitzgerald), and was at that time an attorney of no note 
and not a practitioner in or at all acquainted with said Court, or the practice 
or practitioners of same ; and droits of admiralty and rights of the Crown, to 
very great amounts, having been occasionally deposited with and lay in the 
lunds of the register, and said Pineau having given no securities, and being him- 
self then considered by His Majesty’s law officers of said Court as improper for 
me deposit of very large sums. Doctor Duignan did himself represent same to 
bom the English and Irish Governments, together with several important changes 
and arrangements as to that Court, all which were taken into consideration, 
with a view to assimilate the Irish to the English Court, so far as their respective 
situations admitted. ^ 

29 . And deponent saith, that there being no receiver of droits, or any droit 

fund estabhshed in the Irish Court, it was decided that a droit fund should be 
established, and a regular receiver of His Majesty’s droits should be appointed, on 
^e general prangement as aforesaid j and that in t\iemean time, Mr. Patrick 
Hamilton, His Majesty’s proctor of office, should act provisionally as receiver 
of and the rights of the Crown, under the orders and direction of the 

^dge of said Court, and His Majesty’s advocate-general, Doctor Patrick 
Duignan; and it was also agreed, at the suggestion of Sir William Scott (Lord 
Stowell), ffiat the term “ High ” Court of Admiralty should be relinquished, as 
inappropriate after the Union ; and that the droit fund of Ireland should from 
toe to time be remitted to, and make a part of the droit fund of Great 
Britain, or be otherwise applied by His Majesty’s letter, or the order of the 
Court. 

SO. And this deponent saith, that from circumstances not here either neces- 
SUCH arrangement did not then or since take effect ; 
the bad consequences of which must be obvious to the Commissioners of 
Legal Inquiry, on their investigation of all droit cases the Ya&tffieen years, which 
has he&n especially and. in terms submitted to \hQ\t minute consideration, bv 
order ot Parliament. ^ 

31. And this deponent saith, that the “Ship Nancy” having been taken as 
a derelict, and libelled as a droit of His Majesty, the proceeds of such sale 
were deposited in the hands of said Pineau ; but the circumstances of said 
case, or the amounts of sale or proceeds, this deponent does not recollect, and 
has no documents to be directed by, save said minutes, which are insufficient. 

32. D^onent saith, that many motions and orders were made in said cause, 
but whether the orders are accurately as in said minutes set forth, deponent has 
no means of stating from his own knowledge ; and no inquiry having ever been 
instituted respecting said cause, until all the parties who could testify as to 
same were dead, and until after said Pineau was under examination as to his 
otm conflMrt, and balances, as this deponent supposes ; or for nine years after 
the Commissioners of Inquiry, of whom, as deponent believes, the present 
solicitor-general and the present advocate-general were two, had investigated 
the officers, surrogate, and nature of said court, and had made their parliamen- 
tary Report thereon, without either notifying to this deponent any suggestion of 
e^or in him on any occasion, requiring information from him, or noticing the 
.Judge, save as to his salary, absence, and legal authority to act by his surro- 
gates under the “ express Uiords of his patent,” as by said Report appears. 

33. And deponent saith, that the orders of the Imperial Parliament, (as 
tiansmitted to him,) making no reference to any causes more ihanfjleen years 

back, 
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, j of the “ Nancy ” having commenced twenty-four years back, and 
n ■ V finally decreed and out of Court more than twenty years, and the registrar 
1 inn sold his office for 9001 in the year 1817, this deponent had never 
d ouabt more of said cause, or any incident thereof, until the 22d day of July, 

* hen for the first time, he received the information of same by the said 
minutes of said Commissioners, 22d July, and which might have remained 
unknotm and unsuspected by deponent to a ruinous period, or during his life- 
time. 

34 But deponent saith he is, he trusts, enabled fully to explain, partly from 
bis own memory, and partly from letters and memorandums winch he has found 
since he returned to Paris, amongst a great number of irrelevant papers which he 
was in the habit of investigating for another puriiose, (an explanation and 
refutal not very facile for a person of seventy in a distant comtnj, and of trans- 
actions which occurred when in \i\?. forty-eighth year, and which he never after 
heard of) ; and the proper official documents of his ort7^ Court he has been 
unable to procure, which bore on said transactions, and the person’s credit who 
has given false testimony thereupon— a precedent, as this deponent conceives, 
highly dangerous to the repose and reputation not only of judicial, but of all 
public functionaries after long retirement. 

35. This deponent saith, that he is unable to state the dates and motions 
made in said cause of the “Nancy” from his own knowledge, (they being 
numerous,) more especially as deponent has not been able to procure a copy of 
the decree in said cause, if made up according to this deponent’s order. But 
this deponent saith, he was always in the habit of xiriting his orders himself, 
and handing them to the registrar to enter in the rule-book, and deponent 
believes that every order so made were written by himself, and were or ought 
to have been entered in the rule-hook by said registrar ; and if any orders in 
that or any other cause were not duly entered as aforesaid, such omission was 
neglect of duty, or omitted by the register for his own purposes or objects, 
the Judge never inspecting the rule-books, unless some question arose which 
rendered same expedient. 

36. Deponent saith, that said Daniel Pineau, considering very truly that the 
custody of all proceeds and lodgments did appertain to the office of register of said 
Court, and that the use of said proceeds formed a part of his profits of office, did 
decline the arrangement of said Patrick Hamilton’s acting as receiver of the 
King’s droits ; and His Majesty’s advocate being determined that they should 
not remain in the hands of said Pineau, for the reasons and with a view to the 
final arrangement of the Court as aforesaid, did direct that the proceeds in said 
cause should be lodged in bank, either through said Pineau or said Hamilton. 

37 . Deponent saith, that three several bankers having been applied to 
to receive deposits in causes, did decUne to receive any such deposits, unless in 
the name of an individual’s account, inasmuch as they might thereby be subject 
to trouble or inconvenience from conflicting litigants or jurisdictions; and it 
was thereupon proposed His Majesty’s droits, {until a regular receiver was 
appointed,) should be lodged in a bank in the name of the Judge, to be paid out 
by his orders occasionally to His Majesty’s proctor, with the concurrence of 
the King’s advocate-general, Ssc. 

38. And deponent most positively and unequivocally saith, that such lodg- 
ments were made by the registrar publicly, under express 'written orders of the 
Judge as aforesaid, and entered, or which ought to have been entered on the 
rule-book as aforesaid ; and generally in banks where the deponent had no 
account of his own, when they could be induced to accept same, deponent being 
desirous to keep same utterly distinct from any monies of his own, to avoid 
clashing accounts. 

^ 39 . ^d deponent saith, that said Pineau, in his own evidence before said 
Commissioners, has proved that one bank, viz-. Messrs. Latouche and Co., re* 
fused to receive a deposit from said Pineau as registrar, because this deponent 
had not individually opened an account with that house. And deponent posi- 
tiv’ely saith, that if this deponent drew any bill on said house of Latouche 
and Co. on account of the lodgment which had been so ordered (but of which 
this deponent has no accurate recollection), same was drawn by desire of the 
85 . law 
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law queers of the Admiralty, and for the purposes of the Crown proceedings 
and m no respect to the amount of one farthing on this deponent’s private 
(wcomt, or for his private or individual use or advantage ; and deponent saith he 
has no knowledge of said Pineau being “ sent to” to take up any bill, and if he 
was, It was by said Hamilton, and not by this deponent who kt the end of so 
many years can have no recollection of such circumstances, especially when 
never informed of same by said Hamilton or Duignan in their life-time. ' 

4>0. And deponent saith, that such negociation with the English Govern- 
ment, as to the arrangement of the Irish Admiralty, was commenced in the 
year 1805 (or anterior,) and continued to the end of I8O7 ; and in said years it 
was successively carried on through Mr. Cooke, Lord Westmorland, Lord 
Castlereagh, Lord Bexley, and divers other persons successively in the govern- 
ment and offices, and through the advice of Lord Stowell and Sir Evan Nepean 
as by many documents and several letters lately found by deponent, appears in 
detailtrom His Majesty’s ministers both of England and Ireland, and Mr. Pitt- 
and in consequence of same, deponent was to be rendered independent of Mal- 
practice, and to receive 2,000/. per annum compensation for such sacrifice, and 
deponent refers to his printed statement (hereto annexed) to authenticate same: 
and deponent having been admitted to the English bar, did, to his irretrievable 
^ bar practice in Ireland^ and presented his bag to 

William Ridgway, one of his surrogates. 

Deponent saith, the expected arrangement not having taken place, some, but 
a considerable comp^ation in money, was ordered to be paid, and was paid to 
deponent by the Irish Treasury ; and between the years 1803 and 1810, this 
deponent was a very great loser by said office of Judge, and exclusive of his 
professional losses was MANY THOUSAND pounds out of pocket and of his 
own proper money, and did not acquire or receive one shilling, directly or in- 
directly, to his own use through said office, save the regular salary and legal fees 
of same (the said compensation of 750 /. in I8O6), which in deponent’s time he 
rather diminished than increased, whilst other Judges increased theirs even to 
extortion. 



Copy of a Letter from Sir George Shee, Under Secretary of State, to 
Sir Jonah Barrington, 

My dear Barrington, 

I am happy to tell you, that a very satisfactory letter has gone from hence 
on your business, dated the 29th December. 

Downing-street, Ever faithfully yours, 

4th January 1806. George Shee. 

This letter was succeeded by a considerable sum of money paid to me by the 
Irish Treasury, exclusive of salary, as some compensation toward my losses ; and 
much confidential communication ensued till about January 1808, when all 

terminated by the L. C. Deponent saith, that by the kind interference of 

the Earl of Westmorland, and others of His Majesty’s the subject 

was aga.in discussed in England, and every circumstance both as to the Court, 
the droits, and the registrar, and the mode of lodgments, were fully laid before 
the English authorities by deponent and said Hamilton, from which authorities 
nothing respecting the Court was concealed. Mr. Cooke and Lord Oriel 
(whilst Chancellor of the Exchequer), and Lord Castlereagh whilst in office, and 
under the recommendations of Lord Westmorland, Lord Stowell, Sir Evan 
Nepean, Lord Bexley, Lord Pelham, &c. &c. ; and when in office. Lord Spencer 
and Sir George Shee, &c. &c. &c. interested themselves therein for deponent, 
also Mr. George Ponsonby. 

41. And deponent saith, that finding such negociations in England for the 
new organization of said Court of Admiralty, His Majesty’s proctor of office 
was directed to furnish new returns of i\\t precise state of every cause at the 
suit of His Majesty in said Court, and said Pineau holding in his hands a balance 
of the proceeds of said derelict the “ Nancy,” and the intervenient being an 
American claimant, it was moved by the King's proctor that same should be 
vested in bank, and lodged in government stock in usumjus habentis, or cer- 
tified 
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the commission of judicial inquiry. 



, c A hv said Pineau, which, or order, or for that purpose, was made out and 
™“ La to deoonent as Judge for appeoval thereof, as appears by de- 
P'““,'forder S noth to saidWau of the 2d September 1807 ; but which 
ordet note and amrttval, said Pineau did not obey, as deponent believes, or 
could’ not conveniently do. 

AS Deponent saith, that said Pineau having refused to lodge or vest said 
balance, alleging that he might be individually responsible to the said American 
balance, b ? , . Mr. John Hawkins, and did refuse to vest same 

claimant, or the Jndge (in whose name he was to vest 

rmeTthrthe should be secure in such lodgment ; and as tte time pressed and 
Has Zt important to the Court that all returns reimred should mt be delayed, 
saiTHamilton requested this deponent to give an assurance to that effect to 
Sd Pineau, either’to vest or certify such investment pursuant to order, but 
Honent declined to do without the accedence of said advocate-generd, 
Doctor Duignan, who approved of same, and the said note was written by 
deDonent in the parlour of said Doctor Duignan, in Henrietta-street, for the pur- 
nose aforesaid and none other, and being written was handed to said Hamil- 
ton • and if sent, was sent by said Hamilton, and nothy this deponent, or for any 
individual obiect or purpose of his own directly ot indirectly, save as aforesaid, 
and to facilitate the arrangements which was so important to the Court, and 
Judge officially. 

48. But this deponent believes, said Pineau having received said guarantee 
from said Hamilton, retained same, and declined and would not obet same, 
and never did vest same, to this deponent’s knowledge or belief, and of course 
said guarantee remained a dead letter. 

44. And deponent saith, to his recollection he never heard more of said note 
or order for more than twenty-one years, when he was informed by said Commis- 
sioners that same had been produced, for the first time, by said Pineau, as 
a charge againt deponent, after having lain dormant from the 2d September 
1807 to the 22d July 1828, in the hands of said Pineau, though never tutted 
on or med, or ever intended to be used for any purpose whatsoever, save as 
aforesaid. 



45. And deponent saith, that said Pineau having so declined to vest such 
balance, said Hamilton did make up a statement and report as directed, and 
did therein state that said Pineau held a balance of the proceeds of the “Nancy 
Derelict” in his hands, which he declined to vest as a contingent droit ; of which 
report this deponent did himself hand to the English Government three several 
copies, and did inform them of the precise state of the Court, and of this depo- 
nent’s conduct therein, as herein stated, every part of which was approved of; 
and this deponent’s salary was doubled, and an engagement made that it should 
be increased to 2,000/. per annum in another year, but which the change of 
ministry totally prevented. 

46. This deponent has stated to the truth, and nothing but the truth, on this 
false and calumnious allegation of Daniel Pineau. 

And this deponent saith, he is perfectly convinced that the Commissoners of 
Legal Inquiry cannot and will not shut their eyes to the palpable conduct of said 
Pineau, on which deponent will not trouble them on half the observations of 
which his said evidence is susceptible, so very irreconcileable to every thing but 
malice, or worse. 



47 . Said Pineau’s own statement, that he declined to vest or vouch 200 /., 
and voluntarily paid 680 1. out of his own pocket and loss, requires no comment. 



Red Strand Derelict Droit. 

48. This deponent saith, that in the year 1810 the arrangements he expected 
for four years being defeated, he determined to retire from the Admiralty, and 
be called to the English bar, by which deponent had good reason to expect 
speedy promotion. 

And saith, that in pursuance of such his intention, he appointed surrogates 
to act during his absence, until he should finally relinquish office in Ireland; 

S5. C and 
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deponent saith, he did communicate such his intention and oI)jccts to Sir 
. e ■ ■ ■ n time after propose tliis deponent 

S„ „„6.„al, to be called to he English bar ■■ sjreeMia. gracia •, » which was maJmoush- 
Ap|,ra(lri,N*4. aRreed to by the benchers of Middle Temple. And this deponent saitli, lie 
p. 17. was desirous that previous to his relimiulshing his official duties in Ireland, 
all causes in which the Crown was interested should be finally decided, or so 
arranged that no difficulties might arise after deponent retired : he did there- 
fore request from His Majesty’s proctor a statement of such causes, and the 
eastmg state thereof ; and on such abstract it appealed that a sum of money 
(the e.xact amount of which deponent does not now recollect) lay in thehauils 
eitlier onhe marshal or register, and mapprojmated, in the cause of the “ Ked 
Strand Derelict, a Droif of Admiralty.” And said Hamilton moved this 
deponent for an order that a sum of 200/. (as deponent believes,) should be 
lodged in bank to answer the claims of the Crorai in said droit cause. And 
deponent believes that such order was made accordingly, and that such sum 
was lodged m bank by said Pmeau as registrar, but whether in the name of 
deponent as Judge, deponent recollects not ; but if so, it was in Hie manner, and 
iot like purpose, and for them onlp, oi in the case of the “ Nancy ” herein 
before specially and particularly set forth. 

49. And this deponent saith, that an order for such lodgment was made 

solely at the instance of the Kin^s proctor as aforesaid, and as a droit of the 
Cro^w, by the of t\vQ advocate-general but this deponent knows not 

whether said sum of 200 /. was or was not a part or the entire of tlie balance of 
the proceeds of said droit, having been unable to procure copies of the orders 
or decrees made in said cause, and such transaction being so many years distant, 
and making no impression on deponent. But deponent most positively s,£.ih, 
that he never retain one shilling of same to his, this deponent’s, private or 
any use, as most falsely and libellously stated. 

50. And this deponent saith, tliat he is quite ignorant "what orders or decrees 
were made in said cause after deponent ceased personally to officiate. But 
deponent saith, that said Hamilton lived and officiated more than two years 
after said order of the 10th January 1810, for said lodgment, and nearly two 
years after said order for said Pine, May 1810, and above one year and half after 
deponent ceased to act, and resided in London, and frequently corresponded 
with deponent, but never mentioned said salvors or said cause. 



51. Deponent saith, that whatever orders were made in said cause ought to 
have been entered on the rule-books-, but this deponent is entirely ignorant 
of same, Doctors Mahaffey, Duignan, Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Pineau, and 
deponent, having the conduct of said cause ; this deponent having interfered 
no further therein, and being ignorant of any proceedings ulterior to his depar- 
ture from Ireland. r o f 



52. This deponent saith, he is convinced and satisfied, in his own mind, from 
tile plain and palpable facts herein stated, that a gross fraud or a wilful, corrupt 
and malicious misrepresentation has been made in said cause, both as to the 
facts and as to deponent, by said Pineau. 

53. For deponent saith, that as he best recollects, about or upwards of two 
years ag^ deponent received a letter from said Pineau, stating that he, Kneau, 
Jiad paid to a person of the name of I^me, who claimed as salvage in .said 
cause, a sum of 40/., and to another salvager 9/. or thereabout, on uccomw? 
ot. th\% deponent and of said lodgment of 200/. in said cause, and as he had 
paid the same so long before as the Bth of July 1814, to prevent said Pyne 
presenting a petition to the Lord Lieutenant, he trusted this deponent would 
order his agent to reimburse said Pineau said 49/., and his oven fees as register, 
and the interest of same. 

54. This deponent saith he was very much surprised at the effrontery of 
said demand, ^d wishing to come to the bottom of such palpable schemes, he 
mtoraied said Pineau that he was utterly ignorant of any such transactions ; and 
that as said Hamilton and Doctor Duignan, and Doctor Ninian Mahaffy, were 

ij f acquainted with such payments, he desired said Ihneau 

would forthwith furnish deponent with true copies of the several orders, decrees 
proceedings in said cause after deponent’s departure, and also copies of 

what 
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•] t lie termed memorials and petitions to, or order the Lord Lieuleiiantt 
"r h desire of deponent’s said Fincau yievei- did, nor to this day has obeyed j 

d deiioncnt did direct his agent to require Mr. Pineau to transmit to him. 
guch memorials, order or other documents, but which he has not done. 

5 o And deponent did at the same time inform said Pineau, that if any 
■alvor suitor, or intervenient, found themselves aggrieved by the Court, or any 
^orders or acts thereof, they should either move the Court or petition the J udge, 
or appeal, or apply to iiis Majesty’s law officers of Admiralty, or proceed by 
mandamus or prohibition, or such other modes of proceeding as might be 
applicable to their case ; but that deponent should pay no attention, nor did he 
suppose the Lord Lieutenant would pay any attention to any private petitions 
of the kind in any cause. And deponent saith, he for a long time received no 
reply whatsoever to sucli order ; but about the month of October 1826, depo- 
nent received a paper from said Pineau in his own hand-writing (a copy of 
which is hereunto annexed), wherein he states only in abstract the alleged dates ■ 
and sums if as made up by said Pineau himself. 

This deponent *, said Mahaffy is dead some years, and never did transmit to 
this deponent any such letter or any letter of said Pineau, or any copy of such 
petitions ; nor has this deponent, either from said Mahaffy or said Pineau, or 
any other person, ever seen any such petition, or any copy of any such petition, 
01 - any order of any Lord Lieutenant thereupon, or any copy of any such 
order. 

56. And this deponent saith, that he conceives that the alleged service on 
him, said Pineau, on the 1st July 1814, and alleged indorsement thereupon, is a 
palpable collusion, and intended to turn the misapplication of the droits of the 
Crown off himself to some other quarter, and the more especially as it is not 
pretended that said payment of 40^. in 1814 was made by said Pineau tcirAthe 
knowledge or concurrence of His Majesty’s advocate-general, or of the King’s 
proctor, who succeeded said Hamilton, or by any order of Doctor Mahaffy, 
who succeeded deponent, or with the knowledge of deponent, for many years 
afterwards. Nor does it appear that any order was made to pay John Wycherly, 
or any o^er .salvor, any sura, every such payment being palpably collusive, if 
paid without authority ; any order of the Court in the case of the Crown, not 
served (as alleged) years and upwards after it w’as pronounced, and 

thereupon paid by the register without further orders or communication with 
the proper officers, is on thence of it an attempt to defraud or to calumniate 
tliis deponent, and not a bond fide transaction of said Pineau. 

And deponent saith, it is further to be observed, that the said order of the 
of May, to pay 40 1. to said Pineau, must have been officially made up by 
said Pineau himself, and on himself as registrar of said Court, and should 
have been promptly entered on the ride-book and obeyed ; and deponent there- 
fore conceives that it is clear wadi palpable, that any indorsement on the back of 
said ori/cr made by said Pineau oi service on himself on 1st July 1814, (as if 
previously ignorant of same), was of' course fraudulent, and was made for the 
purpose of giving a false colouring to said transaction, or in collusion. 

58. And deponent saith, that said Pineau has more recently, namely, about 
October 1827, written a letter threatening this deponent, if he did not remit him 
60/. odd, or thereabout, that deponent would be sorry, &c. ; which letter this 
deponent has (for the moment) mislaid, but which he will transmit to said Com- 
missioners when found. 

59. And deponent most particularly conceives that such pretended payment 

to said Pyne in 1814 is a complete fabrication, or a between them ; 

for though said order was made the 29th May 1810, and not demanded till the 
1st August 1814, hemgfour years and two months, yet said Pineau has not 
pretended to say where said order lay, or in whose custody or possession same 
was during that period ; and this deponent saith, that the allegation of said 
Pineau, that he was not scri’e/^with same till the 1st of July 1814, and that the 
first step taken by the salvor Pyne was a petition to the Lord Lieutenant, and 
that said Pineau, on the eighth day after said pretended service, paid the same 
to said Pyne, without further order to stop such petition or memorial j and this 
deponent saith, seems to him totally incredible, that a salvor who never even 

produced 
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produced his order, or made any claims for his money from the registrar or 
Court or proctor, for four years and upwards, should afterwards in the 
instance petition the Lord Lieutenant against a long absent Judge whom he had 
no individual or official complaint against, to compel payment by menace (within 
eight days) of an order which he had so long omitted even to demand from the 
resident <^cials, and as to which he had never, to deponent’s kno'wledge or 
belief moved or petitioned the Court. This deponent saith, that if such 
petition ever existed, he verily believes that such was prepared by said Pineau 
himself, or by his instructions ; and positively deposeth, that said charge of said 
Pineau is utterly and unequivocally false as to this deponent. And deponent 
saith, that the assertion of said Pineau that said 200 1. was the property of un- 
paid salvors, tliis deponent saith must in its terms and nature be false, so far as 
this deponent is acquainted with the laws and practice of the Court of Admiralty, 
inasmuch as in this deponent’s opinion the Court of Admiralty would not be 
justifiable in decreeing the entire droits of Admiralty and rights of the Crown 
to be tire property of salvors and officers of the Court, but by the consent of 
His Majesty’s advocate-general, to whom the protection of all such rights 
and the due appropriation thereof (during his time) especially belongs ; and no 
such order was made during deponent’s time of officiating ; nor does this 
deponent believe Doctor Duignan ever did or would make such order in the 
Red Strand Droit, &c. ; therefore said Pineau could have had no foundation for 
deposing that the balance of any proceeds in said cause fell upon unpaid 
salvagers, save to defame and injure said deponent, who said Pineau does not 
even pretend made any order or decree for any salvager, save said Pyne, 
who he admits xcas paid, and as this deponent verily believes, by order of said 
Hamilton, in his life-time ; and deponent is ignorant of any order or decree 
for any other salvager, nor does he, Pineau, even pretend that any application 
was made to him by any salvors for near four years after deponent ceased to act\ 
and this deponent conceives that the whole appears an incoherent story, and to 
which the plausible manner of said Pineau only could give any semblance even 
of primd facie authenticity. 

GO. And this deponent finally repeats positively, and without equivocation or 
reservation, that the total and entire evidence of said Pineau, as transmitted to 
this deponent by the Commissioners of Legal Inquiry, so far as impeaches or 
arraigns the conduct of deponent, and his having appropriated one shilling of 
such proceeds, or detained same, is an entire and absolute falsehood, and as the 
Commissioners of Inquiry will observe, is alleged to establish the appearance of 
a debt due to himself individually, not to the Crown or to the public, or any 
individual suitor ; and when the Commissioners shall cause his own accounts 
in the return of the 3d March to be fully audited, they will perceive the true 
reason and object of said Pineau’s statement to tliem, anS as deponent conceives, 
connected with another object which this deponent has reason fully to suspect, 
but not as yet sufficient grounds to develope. 

Cl. This deponent saith, that he did communicate to the Commissioners his 
earnest desire, if they judged it necessary, to be examined on interrogatories 
on all these subjects and causes in the most investigating manner, as in all 
cases in other courts where parties cannot personally attend ; and this de- 
ponent hereby repeats such his desire, if judged necessary after this refutal and 
explanation. And deponeth saith, he wishes it to be fully known and under- 
stood that such his desire is founded on his entire inability to undertake such 
a journey as going to Dublin ; for deponent saith most positively, that during 
the winter, and until the advance of spring, he is generally confined to his 
room or house txco-thirds oihh time, and that attempting any journey till that 
season he verily believes would cause the termination of his life very promptly. 
And deponent saith, he hath now being confined by indisposition to his house 
above a fortnight, and has only ventured out to depose before the consul- 
general to the trutli of this statement. And deponent saith, that as it was 
quite impossible for this deponent, or any Judge of the Admiralty, to appro- 
priate one shilling of any droit or right of the Crown, or in Crown cases, with- 
out the knowledge of the King’s proctor and officers, and without appearing on 
a final decree, any aspersion of such a nature as that of said Pineau on this 
deponent, must also extend to said Mr. Hamilton and Doctor Duignan, who 
of course must in their official capacities have been fully cognizant of, and 

countenanced 
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. „,„ced and coincided in such misapplication, and of course constituted 
cmintenan (.illusion of the Judge, the advocate-general, and the Kt^s 

a conspir^ assertion which 

^irocMc, to and which said Pineau never durst bring forward until 

deaths of those respectable officials, and deponenfs absence. 

Z And deponent saith, that it is equally incredible, and beyond all rational 
u that said Pineau would or could have paid a sum of 6821. out of his 
„Jmte pocket, and at his oum toss, for this deponent, or the said Hamilton, 
own prliami . , ; ^ of ^,h,ch would make same amount to 

SO^rand wlLut his demanding same from auvnODV for 21 
Tarl al*°^ Ifflirinic he sold his office to said Robinson for 9001. 

This deponent repeats, that he courts any interrogatories the Com- 
®1nrers may please to put to him in this concern, and considers it his duty 
f rtte tha/thouih said Commissioners did not conceive that they could 
moN with of causing him to be furnished with the written 

Snce and doraments he required, he is perfectly convinced of the integrity, 
cmrLtness and impartiality of their intentions, and of the zealous exertions of 
their Board to fulfil its functions with credit to themselves and great service to 
,r,trv • no nerson can see and acknowledge the efficiency and good 
dem“i of that Board more than deponent has done from their 
S a7d only regrets so many of their recommendations remain unattended 
to and that tLy muld not command what deponent required. Plus deponent 
for the present concludes, by repeating his inability to rendering 
mpnt lesf diffusive or more formal and correct ; but his usual amanuensis being 
ont frnT^^aris he has been obliged to write the whole (nearly) hmsef 

stances, be excused. 

64.. Deponent here begs to observe, that haying discovered, as 
fsn the face of the original return made to Parliament, 8d March last, by said 
Pineau, palpable mis-statements, and accounts 

pose to state such his observations on each item, to said Cora™°neis^ it 
thought such useful, and is willing so to do if they deem same useM However, 
to prove how little even that statement of said Pineau is to be relied ^ 
closes a netition sent to him some years back, mislaid, and only discovered ny 
deponent within these six weeks, by which a most palpable fabe sfa^clir appears 
in said case, and a clear collusion between said Pineau and the marshal. In the 
original, that account is written on the erasure of a different account pelpeblic 
Ma®ny other causes are equally fabricated ; and deponent ‘ 

that cases so entirely palpable have not been fully investigated by said Commis- 
sioners. It would therefore be highlyimproper for ^ponent to go furthenntosueh 
cLs. without the desire of said Commissioners further than one general obser- 
vation, that the sums paid to sahors and retained m tramtum drmt cases by tUe 
officers of the Court, in nearly all such cases, for the last fifteen 
to be made up exactly to balance the amount of sales ; and that for *ose fif- 
teen years nothing appears to be considered as droits, ^ole WT™! 
ahsJbed even to pence ; and that all causes of the year 1811*7'! 
of December 1812 to 1814, salvage cases, and all safes from theS0thMarcnl812 

to the 9th of April 1814, are (if any) totally omitted in such return. 

80*. The returns of the “ Royal Fishes” being pure droits appears ertraordi- 
narv to deponent ; and he believes, if the Commissioners will examine Mr.Rath- 
bor4, the chandler, of Dublin, as to a purchase made by him of a droll iis . 
they may elicit some account of the mode in which those matters have been 
managed! And deponent conceives that the return rf February 1828, in the 
‘‘ Roundstone Bay derelict,” has no parallel in the Court of Admiralty, and 
a notable subject for investigation. 

81. This deponent saith, though that part of the minutes f 
relates to this deponent’s private pecuniary dealings with ’ 

Eichardson and Hamilton, is without any precedent, and could only nave 10 
its object to defame and injure this deponent by m/er««c«. on “7^ 

than twenty years ; yet, lest deponent gould be considered as in 
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relevant or irrelevant, avoiding any and every species of inquiry, even as if 
he was a trader (which such evidence is adapted for), he chuses to reply fully 
and unrese^edly to sucli inquiry, and trusts the Commissioners will see and 
duly appreciate the palpable olyect of offering such evidence. 



82. Deponent saith, it is totiA\y false that said Hamilton (who this deponent 
mucii regarded as a man of great probity, both as a public officer and as a private 
person), lost one shilling by or through this deponent, the very contrary beinsr 
the case. The King’s Governments, both of England and Ireland, placing much 
conhdence m said Hamilton, whicli confidence this deponent believes he fully 
and invariably merited 5 and this deponent having on various occasions hail 
occasion to employ said Hamilton (being a notary public), as hi^ man of busi- 
ness, utterly unconnected with the Admiralty Court, and having an unbounded 
reliance upon his integrity, he kept no account of his dealings with said Hamil- 
ton, but occasionally received accounts from said Hamilton, which were 
always duly settled; and saith, that in the year 1811, said Hamilton did volun- 
tanly and without any request of deponent’s, or his knowing how the account 
stood, call on Lady Barrington, then residing in Stephen’s Green, and did re- 
quest her to inform deponent that there was a small balance of about 20/. 
coming to deponent on their mutual account, and did hand her said sum, and 
did write to this deponent to that effect ; and deponent saith, he never had any 
pecuniary dealings with said Hamilton after, who died in February 1812 
deeply regretted by this deponent. Deponent did not owe him one shillimr • 
sucli allegation therefore is toi^LWy false. ® ’ 



This deponent saith, said John Robinson, deputy-registrar of Admiralty, from 
the time deponent came into office, acted as receiver of various funds of this 
deponent’s own proper money, then very considerable, and kept deponent’s 
accounts on many occasions, and was also a notary and a broker, and a zealous 
honest and very warm friend of this deponent’s on every occasion when in his 
power, and deponent believes utterly incapable of misapplyinfr any money 
puhhc or private. And deponent saith, that having been at very great expense 
dunng his contest for Dublin city, said Robinson acted most zealously for 
deponent, and he believes did advance money of his own on deponent’s account 
and also on other occasions when deponent happened to be in England all 
which regularly were settled from time to time ; and deponent beli^es at the 
time of the death of said Robinson he was in advance considerably for de- 
ponent j and this deponent did, in consequence thereof (more than tveentu 
years ago), pay to his representatives a sum of (as deponent believes) three 
hundred and^;^ pounds. And deponent saith, said Robinson is dead as 
deponent believes, between twenty and thirty years, and his eldest son and 
successor, Mr. John Robinson (who had purchased said Pineau’s office), many 
years after his father’s death visited deponent in Paris, and dined with him, and 

NEVER DEMANDED or ALLUDED tO ANY PECUNIARY DEMAND Upon DEPONENT' 

on the contrary, he wrote to deponent a letter of a very different description 
7. than that of a creditor, which deponent annexes, to shew the true complexion 
of the evidence on that head. ^ 



84-. Deponent saith, Mr. Henry Richardson (deputy-marshal of the Admiralty) 
was also a and a solicitor, and was in the habit of constantly sending 

briefs and fees to deponent, and generally had some account with deponent 
but solely in such capacity. And deponent saith, he has now no correct re’ 
collection of how their account stood when it ceased, save that said Richard- 
son made no application to deponent for any balance since he ceased to offi- 
ciate; and It IS not true that said Richardson lost 200/. by deponent, to 
deponent’s knowledge or belief, by any discounts or otherwise. And deponent 
saith, said Richardson was a most active and intelligent officer, and as deponent 
believes, a very honest person ; and if deponent is to judge from the returns 
of said Pineau to Parliament, Mr. Richardson, the marshal whilst deponent 
officiated, did not in general receive one third of what appears to be the receipts 
of the marshal on that report. ^ 



Sj. And deponent saith, that his employing said Hamilton, Eobinson and 
Itichardson, arose naturally from their being his attached friends, the officers at 
his own Court, and singularly correct, honest and clever men, and in this 

deponent’s 
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deponent’s opinion incapable of any fraud either in their offices or pmate 
dealings, or any capacity. ^ 



86. And deponent saith, he trusts the Commissioners will clearly perceive the 
malicious object of calling upon them to register ex parte evidence anainst a 
.Ttidge, founded on insinuation and inference as to his private concerns above 
twenty years ago, and both given sad-kept s£Cret from that judicial person 
whose every thing that is valuable in life would be affected by it. ^ 

87. And deponent saith, that the very precarious state of his health, his ase 
and a wish to be eased of the responsibdity of a surrogate, induced deponent 
to signify to Mr. Lamb his intention of retirement, which Mr. Lamb did 
announce, as he wrote to deponent himself, in the following words- viz 
“ I distinctly stated in Parliament that your intention to resign proceeded 
“ E.VTIRELY from YOURSELP, and that it had been formed by you on the most 
“ HONOURABLE MOTIVES— a Compliance with a sense of your public duty. 

“ Lamb.” 

Deponent saith, on receiving the first letter from tlie Commisssioners of 
Inquiry, he determined to withdraw such his intention of retiring, and to see 
the end of the mysterious information contained in that letter, which clearly 
indicated some secret attempt to inj nre deponent, wliich he determined and will 
endeavour to explain and develope, to the utmost extent of his remaininff 
powers and capacity. ® 

The Judge therefore stands his ground, and defies his enemies, this 12th dav 
01 January 1829-nine. 

("signed) JONAH BARRINGTON, C’, (seal.) 

Judge of the High Court of Admirally of Ireland. 



Sworn before me, His Britannick Majesty^s 
Consul General in France, at Paris, this 
16th day of January 1829. 



(A true Copy.) 



D. R. Morier, (seal.) 
Consul General. 

Fetherston H. 

Secretary to the Commissioners of Inquiry. 



APPENDIX. 
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APPENDIX. 



Appendix, N" 1. 

CliHKKiNE Lady Babeisgtox. the wife of Sir Jonah Barrington, Judge of the High 
Court of Admiralty of Ireland, maketh oath and saith, That m the year one thousand eight 
hundred and eleven, after said Sir Jonah had ceased to officiate personally as judge, and i^s 
residing in England, he had constant correspondence with his surrogate, Nmian Mahaify, 
Esquirl and hTs friends in Ireland, and did desire that his account with Mr. Piiteau, the 
ronsto of the said Court, should be finally settfed and arranged ; and that said Pineau 
should pay every balance due to said Sir Jonah to this deponent on his account. 

Deponent saith, that she did aocordingly request Mr. Patrick Hamilton, the King’s Proctor 
of Admiralty, to have all accounts of said Sir Jonah and said Pmeau, as registrar of said 
Court, finally settled, and should require said Pineau to pay over any balance due thereof 
to deponent’s account, according to the order of said Sir Jonah. 

Saith. that said Patrick Hamilton did accordingly settle and arrange all accountt with said 
Pineau; and on said settlement a balance of either 34!. or 36;. as deponent best rccoU«ts. 
appeared due and owing by said Pineau to said Sir Jonah. This deponent smth she did, m 
cmsequence. accompany siid Patrick Hamilton to the office of said Pineau, Stephen syeen, 
where said accounts were finally arranged and settled m deponent s presence by smd Pineau 
with said Hamilton; and said Pineau did then acknowledge that he was indebted to said 
Sir Jonah Barrington, and did pay to this deMnent the said sum of pi. or 36 i, and said 
Pineau did require from deponent her receipt for same ; and deponent did then and there, at 
the desire of said Pineau, and with the approbation of said Hamilton, sign arid give to 
Pineau her receipt for said sum, on account of a balance of account due by said Pineau, 
which said receipt Pineau has, or ought to have, at this day. 

Saith said Pineau did not then, or at any other period, intimate to deponent that he had 
ever paid any sum for said Sir Jonah Barrington, or had any pecuniary demand or claim 
on him of any description, either public or private. 

And saith, deponent resided in Stephen's-green, Dublin, for near a year after said receipt, 
which was well known to said Pinean, anj was m constant habits of seeing Mr Niniau 
Mahaffy, the surrogate of said Court, and said Patrick Hamilton , hot neither the said 
Hamili or said Pileau, or any body else, ever intimated to dmonent, directly or md-rectly, 
that said Pineau had any claims on said Sir Jonah, or on said Hamilton; as if she had heaid 
of same she would immilately have informed said Sir Jonah, who residedinLoudon, Brook- 

street, Grosvenor-square, until the spring of 1812. . „ . , ,, 

Cathenne Barrington, (seal.) 

Sworn before me, at Paris, 
this tenth day of Novem- 
ber 1828. 

D. B- Morier, Consul General, (seal.) 



Appendix, N’ S. 

Eitract of a Letter from ALEXANDER MARSDEN, Esq. Under SccretaDl to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland. 

Mv dear Sir, Dublin Castle. July 29th, 1805- 

YOU do me injustice if you think me negligent or indifferent to what would ’ 

it certainly would give me satisfaction that you should get Jr 

pose that^ I have any objection to the increase of the patronage of the Lord Lieuten , 
RATHER, in YOUR case, of the King, in Ireland. 

You may reckon upon it that 1 will do what I can to procure a decision /or yo», and you 
may be certain I shall lose no time in communicating a favourable one. 



Your’s very truly, 

(signed) 



A. Marsden. 
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Appendix, N“ 3. 

Copy of a LETTER from Lord Westmorland to Sir Jonah Barrington. 

I.ondon, May 6th, 1806. 

Dear Sir, 

I HAVE received your letter, and have conversed with Mr. Cooke upon the subject of it ; 
and I have likewise expressed to him ray wish that he should discuss with you different 
points, particularly relapve to the Admiralty, and shall be glad if they can be arranged to 
vour satisfaction. I will endeavour to find an opportunity of mentioning tlie business to 
Lord Spencer. 

I am your very obedient and faitliful servant, 

(signed) Westmorland. 



Appendix, N® 4 . 

Copy of a LETTER from Sir William Scott to Sir Jonah Barrington. 

..., o- Y 7 Friday, January 14th. 

Dear Sir Jonah, 

I HAVE the satisfaction of informing you that I offered a motion to the bench this day, for 
calling you to the English Bar, and that after some discussion it was unanimously aCTeed 
to— on which I congratulate you. ° 

_ , _ . I am. Sir Jonah, your’s. 

Sir Jonah Bamngton, William Scott, 

See. &c. 



Appendix, N° 5 . 

The King against the Red Strand Derelict. 



A LIST of Documents collected by Mr. Pineau, and produced to Mr. Lyons at the 
request of Sir Jonah Barrington. 

Judge's Order, in his own hand-writing, to pay aoo 1 . in his, Pineau's, hands, in said cause, 
into the bank of Sir Thomas Gleadow and Co. 

Said banker’s receipt for said sum, paid by Mr. Pineau, without deducting either his fees 
or poundage. ° 

Copy Henry Pyne Master^ petition to the Judge for salvage, with Patrick Hamil- 
ton s cerUficate of the gth December 1809, recommending him to the liberal considera- 
hon of the Court, and the judge’s order thereon, 29th May 1810, to pay Mr Pvne 
Masters 40L; on the back of which appears a memorandum that said petition and 
order were not delivered to Mr. Ihneau until the 1st July 1814; and aW a copy of 
Mr. Pineau s letter to Mr. Mahaffy, then acting surrogate for the judge, dateFthe 
^th July 1814, whereby it appears that Mr. Pineau furnished Mr. Mahaffy, for the iud^e 

with a copy of saidpefiizoB. ^ ^ ^ ' 

Henry Pyne Master’s receipt for the 40 1 

John Wycherly, salvager’s receipt for 9/. X2s. grf. 

Memorial of John Wycherly, ditto, stopt by Mr. Pineau. 

Memorial of Mathew Wholton, ditto, stopt by Mr. Pineau. 

Mr. Meare’s three letters to Mr. Pineau, &c. 

John Wycherly’s letters. 

D. Pineau. 



Appendix, N" 6. 

To Sir Jonah Barrington, Judge of the High Court of Admiralty of Ireland. 

The hnmble Memorial of James MsGuinan, chief constable of Donegal town ; 
Sheweth, 

your warrant of Robert Simpson, marshal of your honourable Court, was directed 

m monaJist, bearing date the isf day of .^nV 1819, to seize and take charge of the sic 



I2lh Jan. 1810. 



12th Jan. 1810. 



1st July 1814, 
Judge’s orderof 29 
May 1810, to pay 
Masters 40/. only 
delivered to Mr. P. 

8th July 1814. 
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“ Laurel, of Belfast,” then lying in our port, to answer John Griffith, John Linn and William 
Griffith, mariners, in an action for the sum of 85/. 13^. 6 i d., due to them for seamen’s wages 
and kettle-money. 

That in obedience of said warrant, your said memorialist did seize and take into custody 
the said sloop, and had her until the 31st day of October 1820, at which time memorialist 
received the said marshal’s order to deliver up said sloop to a Mr. WALLACE. 

That your memorialist did day and night watch and take care of said sloop for the space 
of 576 da5Ts and nights, at i«. 8d. per day, amounts to 48/., and that memorialist never 
received any remuneration for the above amount. 

Therefore memorialist humbly hopes your lordship, in your great goodness, will take 
memorialist’s distressing case into consideration, and order tliat memorialist may be remu- 
nerated for his trouble, loss of time, &c. ; and that this memorial may be answered 
to- the Rev. Abraham Hamilton, Rector of Donegal ; and as in duty bound meraorialiat 
will pray. 

August -igthj 1822. (signed) James ALGuinan. 



Obseevation. 

Extract from Return to Parliament 3d March 1828, by Daniel Pineau, Register of 
Admiralty Court, written in his own hand on an erasure. 



Griffith and others v. The Laurel. 



1819; 

November 8. — Amount of sale 



Application of Proceeds : 



£.-jo - - 



To Poundage to Pineau - - - - - £.310- 

To Mai-shal - - - - - - - 24136! 

To Proctor, Seamen, D. Pineau - - - - 44 16 5I 



Conti-adicted by - - - - - - 70 - - net. 



(Extract.) — M'Guinion's Petition to Judge, 



From 
April 1, 
to 1820, 
October 31. 



Warrant, and immediate service for seamen’s wages and 
kettle-money, for a sum of . . . - 

Detained 576 days, and this day delivered up without 
sale toMr. Wallace, &c. &c. See petition annexed. 



£.85. 13. 6^. 



The Commissioners will observe on these documents a clear deception:— Mr. Pineau 
sold bis office February 1817, and resumed its duties February 1820. 



N"ote — Mr, Pineau' s return to Parliament of the Laure/, brings the and appli- 
cation IN 1819; viz. during Mr. Robinson’s time ; whereas, in fact, it was in 
1 820, eight months after his resuming his office. 



1820. — Wilson i?. The Haabet ----- Proceeds - - £.110. 0. 0. 
Returned by Mr, Pineau (ninth ykab) not yet adjudi- 
cated on - 21. 18. 5. 



1825. — The King against Beams of Timber, &c. derelict : 

Pineau’s return ; viz. ------ ■ 1,855. 0- 2. 

A balance to the owners in 1829, four years, &c.8cc. 587. 0. 2. 

1826. — Vessel and cargo derelict, brought into Cove - - - - No proceeds. 



1824: 



Feb. — A Royal Fish, near five years since : — Some of items of 

application of - -- -- -- -- £.481. 14. 10. 

A few of the items : 

Cash paid by Pineau for bringing the whale to Dublin - 100. 0. 0. 

Jntervenient's proctor, (who) - - - - - - 15. 0. o. 

Register’s poundage - . - . - "If 00 10 10. 6- 

Ditto fees to register, 8tc. - - - ■ - J ‘ o- 

Fxamining witnesses zs to the vihdXe . - - - 40. 19, 0. 

Cash due to balance ------ 178. 13. 7. 

not YET adjudicated — near_^ue years. 

To the Crown, as Droit - - - — 



182a. — North jBo6/ciH and South Rcii/fitt, i/ere/icfs : — 

Mr. Pineau returns 300 labourers and 300 salvors (600) “ as by private 
returns, blank dates, to the Lord JJeutenant.” Qy. 
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Observations. 

The Judge has only mentioned those parts of the registrar’s return to Parliament as 
Dies of what he conceives a full audit of each case would prove two-thirds of the 
**^le of the returns to be : but that not being the Judge’s business, he only mentions those 
show the complexion of the case ; but having the original return, he cannot be aware if 
- exactly corresi>onds with that which Mr. Pineau. in his letter to Sir Henry Meredyth, 
states he furnished the Commissioners with. But the Judge conceives he has just reason 
to complain at being unable to procure any copies or abstracts of the returns made by 
pineau to the Lord Lieutenant, save by his own statement imthe Bomkin derelict, that he 
ilid make returns of 600 labourers and salvors. 



Appendix, N® 7* 



My dear Sir Jonah, London, 25th Nov. 

I WOUI.D earlier have acknowledged your attention to me in Paris, but that I was most 
unfortunately detained in Calais for near a fortnight, where, to tell the truth, I could do 
nothing but watch the weathercock and curse the wind. Your health and spirits, I am 
glad to find, are not at all impaired by your absence from Ireland ■, and as you once gave us a 
jubilee on your reaching fifty, I hope we may partake of another when you arrive at the 
'age of Majesty, whiA may satisfy any reasonable man. 

°It was unfortunate I missed seeing you previous to my leaving Paris, as you might 
possibly have had some commission for me in Dublin, which I would have been very happy 
to have despatched. 

To Lady Barrington pray present my best acknowledgments for her kindness and good 
nature. 

I shall only say of Miss Barrington, that by a peculiar and rai-e felicity, she seems to 
have preserved every thing of her national character that is desirable, whilst at the same 
time she has exchanged its blemishes for all the information and polish that England or 
France could bestow, without the reserve of the one or the art of the other. She has Irish 
good nature and affection, and a certain arch simplicity that one immediately recognizes as 
belonging to us, and almost only to us. It certainly is a great day for Ireland, as our 
common people say, to see one of the prettiest and most interesting girls in Paris, our 
countrywoman* I sincerely hope her future happiness may be confided to the care of some 
one capable of appreciating his good fortune. 

Again I repeat I shall be very happy to attend to any of your affairs here. I hope you 
will soon make trial of my abilities. 

Believe me, most faithfully and affectionately, your’s, 

,/. "Robinson. 



My address is, St. Andrew’s. 



(A true copy,) 



C. Featherston IR 
Secretary to the Com” of Inquiry. 
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